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MEL coMPREEENsm WELL SURVEY 

FlTNESS-FOR-USE CHECKLIST POTABLE WATER/?RODUCI’fON WELL 
LOCATION: PBF PAGE 7 of 9 Well N~WNOSPERT-I 
(Bldg. PBF 602) (PBF 1) 

D. WELL m8T coi%t&%Y WITH “RECOhDENDED %I’.~MPLRDS FOR WATER 
WORKS” (1992), A REPORT OF THE COMMTITEB OF THB GREAT LAKES- 
UPPER MISSISSIPPI RIVER BOARD OF STATE SANITARY ENGINEERS. 

1) Does the weIl contain a packer that is in contact with the groundwater supply 
interval: (Yes _ No X Insufficient Data _ N/A -). If yes, is the packer 
comprised of materials that are toxic, will impair taste or odor, or facilitate 
bacterial contamination of the weU water: (Yes _ No _ Packer Type _ 
N/A X) 

a) Does the welI contain perforated casing or a screen: (Yes 1c. No 
Insufficient Data _ N/A $ If yes, the perforated screen or casing must 
be installed so that the pumping water level remains above it under 
operating conditions. The following determination was made from the 
available production water level data which will vary with changes in 
the static water levels (water table elevation); therefore, the following 
determination may not be valid under all conditions. Is the criterion 
met: (Yes _ No X Insufficient Data _ N/A -) n: The reoot-ted 
production water level was annroximat bls., and the 
perforated casing was installed starting at 481’ff%s. so the production 
water level was annroximatelv 2 ft. below the initial uerforations at the 
_time the urecedine uroduction water level was taken. 

b) Is the perforated casing or screen constructed of material resistant to 
damage by chemical action from the groundwater or cleaning 
operations: Material Type Steel Explanation: Steel is an acceutable 
well construction material for casing or screen in a non-acidic 
environment such as the Snake River Plain aauifer. as is demonstrated 
in EG&G reuort EGG-ER-8496. 

3) If the casing is constructed of nonferrous material, it must be resistant to the 
corrosiveness of the water. Is this criterion met: 
(Yes _ No _ Insufficient Data _ N/A s) 
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Page 1 of 1 GEOLOGIC LOG Well Name Soert-1 

Source:USGS Generalized Litholoeic Lee (Plate 15) 

****************************************************************************** 

Interval (feet below surface) 

Basalt and Cinders 

COhCPILED BY/ORGANIZATION: T. Norton / GAI Date 2/H/93 
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Post-It” brand fax rransmitlal memo 7611 

OFF/CF, &A* !d,i5 



J-416 



ATTACHMENT 4 

J-417 



J-418 

.,. 



,$?Q EGcG Idaho,Inc. MEMO OF CONVERSATION 

PERSON CALLiNG: ek J- uh 

REPRESENTING: bl/AL .r 

PERSONCALLED: IL)& UC 7 l.d,!:,%* 

REPRESENTING: ?fl f 

, / . . I:419 
SIGNATURE c ktiPtRzkJ 

/i' (CONTINUE ON REVERSE SIOEI 
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Page NO. 44 
01/23/95 

3. STRUCTURE. NO 
4.CCCP. NUMBER 
S.NEAiEST BLCG. 
6. INVENTORY LO=. 

l.TANK TYPE 
2.CONTENT TYPE 
3.CONTFJ4T.Y 
4. FUNcTIcN 
5.cwAcITY (CAL1 
6.COE CONTR. 

l.usz 

INEL UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK DATAEASE 
SUMMARY OF ALL E'ULLY REGULATED USTS AT THE INEZ fi, L&yu- 6 - b/e 

For M4i:icQAl infonuiion, calxac+ m ‘-.&-~z 

l.INSTALLED 
2.LLYT USED 
3.REM. IlATE 
4.T.WK STATUS 
5.EG 2801 
6.OEFERPSLY? 

1.19-a 

MISC. CcwtENTS 
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Page No. 45 
01/23/95 

3. STRlJCTUR!Z NO 
4. COCA NUMSER 
5. NEAREST ELM;. 
6. INVENTORY LCC. 

l.T?NK TYPE l.INSTALLED 
2. CONTENT TYPE 2.LA.v USED 
3. CONTENTS 3.W. EATE 
4. FuNcrIoN 4. TANK STATUS 
5.CAPACITY (GPJ..) 
6.WE CONTR. 6.DEFERREDf 

INEL UNDERGROUND 
SUMMARY OF ALL FULLY 

STORAGE TANK DATABASE 
REGULATED USTS AT THE 

l.TANK MATERIAL 
2.L.EAK DETECTION 
3. SPILL/OVERFILL PROTECTION 
4.CORROSICN PROTECTION 
5.LAST TIGHTNESS TEST 

l.P::PE XRTERIAL 
2.LEAK DEl'ECTION 
3.CW.ROSI3N PROTECTION 
II.LIiST TIGHTNESS TEST 

l.TANK OWNER 
2.CX4NER PHONE 
3.ccNTm NAME 
4.CCNTACT PHONE 

1. 99.9 1.A. -= 

* . ulIs95II*Lu IIlw*m- *. 6-6‘63 

3. FM 1. R.J. DRXK 

‘ . w(WP,mT RECUIRH) 1. 6-92‘9 
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Figure 1 Location of Power Burst Facility/SPERT 
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SPERT III 

PBF-32:(PBF-742) 

PBF 

SPERT AREA 

PBFAREA 



PBF-3 1: (PBF-752) 

PBF-612 

CONCRETE SLAB 
_ - - - - - FUEL OIL RETURN 

FUEL OIL SUPPLY 

FUEL OIL VENT 

NOTE: ALL DATA CANNOT BE 
VERIFIED UNTIL AS-BUILT 
INFORMATION IS AVAILABLE. 

PBF/SPERT-II 5129181 

Fuel Oil and Drain Lines 
J-429 
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A : <- MK-FERGUSON OF IDAHO COMPANY ‘Nle 1_ at 2 A MORRISON KNUOSEN COMPANY 
--m 

n SURVEILLANCE REPORT 
FOR WWIC USE ONLY 

1. Responsible Manager: NATA LIE L E1JIS 2. Correc:ive Acrian Due Date: hl A 
I 

3. Subcontracx Adminisuatar: N/A 4. Trend Cede: Nh 

5. Surveillance Number: MQq-9cf-00 5 9 6. Fallow-up Initial/Oate: 1. I$ 2. N,h 

7. NCRICARI0.R. Number: N/A 8. Procedure: 0 20<0 /4~~97?iti~~ 79Jj’(C-/0 
/ 

3. Activity: U 5T- FY qV KNOM L AdfI 1)ISPOSAL IO. Surveyed Drganizatian:f+< Q~~KJI 

11. Subcontract Number: H -3750 12. Location:~CAIEL~ JUNO 13. Date: g- Y-yv 

14. lTEh4 16. SATI 16. NOT 17. DATE 
NUMBER 15. SPECIFIC Al-IR1BU-E UNSAT OESEFIVED CLOSED 

1 VERIFlfD LKT, RmOVAL AAJD SAT a-Y-PY 
‘DISPDZAL ACTIYITI~~ OE 
SUE cohTTRAe;lTole E: QL cdh-E'Ac;rOK 

F-- LN cl e TO 5PKfF/CATID’lU 
-8 

OZOG-Q ‘REQUIREWI~mr~ - 
(.sE AmCClED) .I L / 

23. Title III Organization Notified of Unsatisfacmry ftems: Ye-5 q N/A Dare: 



Reference: Submittal 593320-l 0 
Spec. 02050 Paragraph 3.3.5 

On 08/04/94 I performed a Vendor Surveillance of FY 94sUST Removal and Disposal 
Subcontractor, E & G Contractors Inc. located at 12389 West Tyhee Road, Pocatello, 
Idaho. 

The nine FY 94-UST’s removed from INEL effective 08/03/94 were completely inerted 
by E & G Contractors Inc. Ref: One copy of container and tank cleaning certificate 
attached. 

The tanks are then taken to Pacific Steel Recycling. Located at 3575 Highway 30 
West, Pocatello, Idaho. 

I was taken through the complete scrap process by Bill Knick, he is Pacific Steel 
Recycling Manager. I visually verified documents of UST tanks received from E & G 
Contractors by Pacific Steel Hecycling. 

I saw all nine tanks in various stages of being completely cut up into pieces. These 
ranged in size from half a tank to sections as small as 2’ x 3’. The cutting was on 
going but did provide positive proof that none of the nine FY 94-UST’s could be 
reused, 

/1., 

Conducted By: 

Date: a-4-w 
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CERTIFICATE 
OF 

cx>NTAINEsI AND TANK (ZLEX’UNG 

I certify that all containers and tanks offered for sale/delivery 
as recyclable steel scrap to Pacific Steel and Recycling have been 
either 

1. rinsed at least three times with an appropriate cleaner 
or solvent; .’ 

OR 

2. steam cleaned with an appropriate cleaner or solvent. 

I under?,tand that it is’the policy of Pacific Steel and Recycling 
to require the above cleaning for fi containers and tanks, not 
just those that once held acute1 y hazardous materials or 
pesticides. 

13, 
Owner or Company Repreientat,ive 

J-443 



-..; 

-I. 

J-444 



ATTACHMENT 10 



.-. 



Pages q (including cover sheet) 

TO: 
I/ 

DATE: 
,'. 

TIME: 

11 (208) 526-0612 as soon as possible. If you do not receive all pages, please ca 

MK-Ferguson of Idaho Company's Fax No. iS 

688 

j2oal 526-0611. Located at INEL/CFA 
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REED REPORT 
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bee: C. G. Dietz, MS 3953 
V. E. Halford, MS 3953 
R. J. Hover, MS 3953 
ER ARDC, MS 3922 
A. R. Baumer II File 

Ms. Lisa A. Green 
U.S. Department of Energy 
Idaho Operations Office 
850 Energy Drive, MS 1117 
Idaho Falls, ID 83401-1563 

TRANSMITTAL OF TWO NEW SITE IDENTIFICATION FORMS FOR THE POWER BURST FACILITY 
(PBF) FUEL OIL TANKS - ARB-348-94 

Dear Ms. Green: 

Copies of two New Site Identification forms were delivered to Alan T. Jines 
September 16, 1994.~ These forms are submitted for review and concurrence to 
add the Fuel Oil Tank at the Special Power Excursion Reactor Test II Facility 
(PBF-752) and the Fuel Oil Tank at the PBF Control Area (PBF-742) to the 

-. Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order. 

These forms need to be forwarded to the Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region 10, and the Idaho Department of Health and Welfare Project Managers 
for inclusion in the weekly conference call no later than October 5, 1994. 
Please see the enclosed timeline for completing the New Site Identification 
schedule. 

If you have any questions, please contact Vaughn Halford at 526-6096 or me at 
526-9331. 

Sincerely, 

R. Baumer II, Manager 
nmental Restoration 

VEH:mm 

Enclosure: 
As Stated 

cc: A. T. Jines, DOE-ID, MS 1118 
R. A. Taft, DOE-ID, MS 4160 

,n,EGzG ,.,.ho. 1°C. P.O. Box 1625 Idaho Falls, ID 83415 
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Time Line for Completing New Site Identification Schedule 

Step 1 
Step 2 
Step 3b 

Step 4 
Step 5b 

Step 6 

Step 7 
step 9 

Discovery of new site by field personnel 
Completion of New Site Identification (NSI) Forms 
Contractor WAG Manager reviews NSI forms, makes notification of new site to 
DOE-ID and prepares 30-day schedule 
Contractor WAG Manager inspects site 
Contractor WAG Manager makes recommendation on new site, signs NSI forms 
and forwards to DOE WAG Manager and DOE Facility Manager 
DOE WAG Manager concurs with or rejects recommendation; ensures NSI forms 
for new sites are forwarded to the PCC for inclusion in the next FFA/CO project 
manager conference call 
PCC faxes the NSI forms to the FFA/CO project managers 
PCC collects meeting minutes documenting project managers decision regarding 
new sites 


